324	LIFE OF LOBD OXFORD AND ASQUITH
and the Chairman of Committee of Public Accounts when, called
Age 68 upon to define Money Bills. Asquith was prevented from attending
this debate by one of his rare attacks, of illness, but he was in touch
all day with the King's Secretary in preparation for the crucial and
final stage which followed the next day (9th August), when the
Bill was again returned from the Commons to the Lords, and the
division had to be taken on the motion that Lord Lansdowne's
amendments be not insisted on.
The situation on the eve of this debate was that Lord Lansdowne
had collected and published a list of 320 Unionist peers who were
prepared to abstain from voting, and that Lord Morley, as leader
of the Government peers, had a list of eighty who were prepared to
vote for the Bill. The Die-hards who were determined to vote against
the Bill at all costs had not disclosed their numbers, but they were
supposed to be in sufficient force to defeat the Government if the
issue remained between them and the Ministerial peers. But there
remained a considerable number of " backwoodsmen" whose
intention was in doubt and whose whereabouts was unknown, and
a limited number of Unionist peers who were prepared at the last
resort to vote with the Government to prevent the creation of peers.
The Archbishops and Bishops had kept their own counsel, but it was
supposed that a good many of them would also in the last resort
vote with the Government,
It was literally true that when the debate opened, no one knew
or could know the result. What was more, it became evident after
the first few speeches that large numbers of peers were still in doubt
as to the true state of the facts. In spite of Asquith's letter to the
Unionist leaders, in spite of their communications to their followers,
in spite of Asquith's definite statement in the House of Commons
and Lord Crewe's expansion of it in the House of Lords, they still
believed or professed to believe that the Government was bluffing.
Lord Halsbury still spoke of " this bogey of the creation of peers/'
and Lord Willoughby de Broke declared that " until these peers are
created, the statement that they will be created is nothing more or
less than a menace." Lord St, Aldwyn, who came to Lord Lans-
downed support, argued earnestly with this frame of mind, and
•warned the House that it was in peril not only of a creation, but of
a swamping creation, of peers; but when the debate stood
i^joiEped on 9th August it was still a widely spread belief that it
, flrwW be safe to " call the Government bluff,"
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Ctewe, the official leader, was still prevented by illness from
in the House of Lords, and in his absence the

